HUMANISM & THE CHURCHES

In felling out with that or this,
And finding somewhat still amiss:
More .peevish, cross, and splenetick
Than dog distrest or monkey sick.1

If this is the language of bitter enemies, Milton, who
had been trained in die Presbyterian school, the school
of Cartwright and those who hoped to reform the
Church of England on CalvinistandPresbyterian lines,
came to speak of them with no less bitterness; and,
though he speaks for himself, he is uttering the senti-
ments of many others who, under the Commonwealth,
discovered that Presbyter was but Priest writ large.

For of all the Protestant Churches that arose in
antagonism to the Anti-Christian Church of Rome,
none claimed so absolutely to be the inheritor of the
spiritual infallibility and secular authority of that
Church as the Calvinist and Presbyterian Church of
Geneva, Scotland, and New England. They claimed
not only, with other Churches and sects, to have sub-
stituted an infallible Bible for an infallible historical
Church, but to have furnished, in Calvin's Institutes,
an infallible interpretation, doctrinal and ecclesi-
astical. It was not toleration for which the Puritans,
from Cartwright's manifestoes to the Savoy Confer-
ence, were contending, but for the substitution of
their theology and their scheme of Church govern-
ment and worship for that established, on the ground
that these had for their sanction the infallible author-
ity of Scripture. But there were two things in Presby-
terian doctrine and discipline which brought them
into sharp conflict with the humanist spirit, more
even than their requirement of such a naked, unlovely
form of service as at a later period sent Sir Walter
Scott over to the Scottish Episcopalians. They were

1 Ibid. i. i. 189-212.
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